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| "FE HE : 
COBLER’S LETTER 
TO THE 


AUTHOR or THELYPHTHORA. 


Lonpon, May 5, 1781. 
Rev. anksDeas SIR; 


HY are you fo much difpleafed? I 
am furethereis nointentional un-_ 
kindnefs towards you, no defign- 

ed afperity of expreffion or perfonal reflection 
which might either burt you in your own mind, 
or zmjure your character in the fight of the 
world, throughout my late publication 
intitled “* The Bleffings of Polygamy.” So 
far from it, whilft you are complaining of 
my having treated you with foo /ittle re- 
{pect, I have been greatly blamed for hav- 

is a es 
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ing treated you with too much. I ftand 
convicted however by your reproof for 
having addreffed you by name; there cer- 
tainly would have been more delicacy in 
not having done fo, as you had not pub- 
licly declared yourfelf to be the author of 
Thelyphthora: and when my book was 
‘about half printed off, I was aware that 
you would blame me on that account. 
But as you always and upon every occa- 
fion acknowledged the production to be 
your’s, and had, in feveral publications pre- 
vious to mine, been addreffed as the writer 
of it, without once difowning it, I really 
thought that -any attempt on my part to 
{creen my friend from public view, would 
have appeared almoft as ridiculous ‘as the 
command of Sir ‘Sohn Falfiaff to his page 
to ftand clofe by him that he might efcape 
the eyes of the chief fufizce. I am fure 
you will give me full credit when. ¥ affure 
you that 1 moft fincerely wifh, /i/?, that 
you were not the author of Thelyphthora ; 
fecondly, that nobody knew that you were 
the author: And 1f you believe thefe two 
declarations, you can never think that I 
took a pleafure in making you pafs for 
that author againft your own inclinations. 
Another 


Bk ap, 
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Another reafon occurred to me for ad- 
drefling you by name. I was happy to 
Jet all the world know the regard and 
friendfhip I had for you; and this could 
not be done, at leaft not fo effectually, if 
I had confidered you as anonymous. 

Again, After what you yourfelf have 
faid of Thelyphthora, as being one of the 
moft zmportant and interefting publications 
that have appeared fince the Reformation, and 
judged to be fo by many eminently learned 
and pious men | A}, and calculated both to 
entertain and edify the reader, I muft ne- 
ceffarily fuppofe that though a modeft dif- 
fidence forbad you to affix your name to it 
yourfelf, yet that you would rather efteem 
it a compliment than an injury to an- 


nounce to the world the author of fuch a 


performance. 

Thefe are the chief of my reafons for 
having addrefled you by name; and I 
hope you will admit them as good ones. 

[A] I know not who the author particularly 
means by thefe eminently learned and pious men: but it 


is very certain that fome who both for learning and 
prety are exceeded by few, do at this time, form a 


_very different idea of Thelyphthora, than what they 


did on the’firft hafty perufal of it; and would be fine 
cerely grieved to have their names made ufe of as 
abettors of it, | 

te If 
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If you will I fhall be happy; but whether 
you will or not, I afk your pardon fe 
having done it. 

Thenext afters you make againft me, 
is, for not having fubmitted my manufcript 
to your perufal before it went to the prefs. 

But what reafon could you have to ex- 
pect this, after the friendly letter of re- 
monftrance which I wrote you fo many 
months before? Had I not at leaft as 
‘much caufe to expect you would have 
fhewn me your manufcript as any other 
perfon whe had the revifal of it? But you 
judged that I fhould have difcouraged the 
publication of it; and you judged right. 
The very fame conclufion therefore that I 
fuppofe prevented you from letting me fee 
your Treatife on female ruin (as well as your 
letter to Richard Hill, Efg. at the end of 
your third volume) prevented me from 
ae your opinion on my late piece, vzz. 
i took it for granted that you would as 
heartily difapprove my An/fwer, as I fhould 
have difapproved your Treatife; and that 
you would have been for taking out fo 
much of my own matter, and for putting 
in fo many infertions of your own, which 

| Tin 


iia 
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Tin my turn, fhould have been for taking 
out afterwards, that between us both we 
fhould have brought the poor Blefings of 
Polygamy, into the fituation of /op’s 
man, who had two wives (my friend 
will excufe the comparifon) the one of 
whom plucked out all his black hairs, the 
other all his grey ones. 


A third complaint my friend has againft 
me, is, that 1 treat the doctrine of Po- 
lygamy with facetious raillery, and invent 
cafes to make it appear ridiculous, and that 
d fhock him with the peremptorine/s of my 
‘determinations, 

On which fide the molt peremptory iid 
minations are to be found let all readers 


jadge. I will be filent. 


As to the rzdicule and facetious raillery you 
talk of, I cannot but think them very al- 
lowable, if they prove the means of ex- 
pofing a practice which in its confequences 
muft be as popuceus to the welfare of ‘{o- 
ciety, as deftructive to the peace of private 
families. I have often heard my friend fpeak 
in the higheft terms of Mr. Vincent Al- 
_fop’s book intitled, Antifozzo, which from 

the beginning to the end confifts of the 
moitt acute raillery againit Dodfor Sherlock 

Or}, 
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on account of fome expreffions in a piece 
publifhed by the Doéfor, intitled, if Iremem- 
ber right, “‘ The knowledge of Chrift.” 

If indeed I had made any of God's 
di fpenfations the fubjects of raillery, I fhould 
think my friend did me no unkindnefs 
at all in ranking me (indire@tly at leaft) 
with Lord Bolingbroke or Voltaire. But I 
deny that Polygamy ever was of God’s 
tnftitution, or any part of his difpenfa- 
fions.~——-But, if it were not for a lit- 
tle facetious raillery, and a few pleafant 
ftories, what muft have been the fate of 
- Lhelyphibora? Vf, notwithftanding all the 
variety of entertaining matter with which 
that Yreatife abounds, any perfon could 
be fo {tupid as to yawn and nod at the read- 
ing it, as the whole court of Charles the 
Second did at the hearing Doéfor South’s 
fermons ; [B}] I fay, what muft it have 
been if the author had not by mixing 


[B] Old South a witty churchman reckon’d, 
Was preaching once to Charles the fecond. 
But far too ferious for a court 
Which of all preaching made a fport, 

‘Fhe good and zealous man of God, 
Obferv’d his audience yawn and nod, 

And finding nothing wou’d avail, 

Call’d to the Earl of Lauderdale, 

«© My Lord, why ’tis a monftrous thing, 

“* ‘You fnore fo loud, you'll wake the king.” 


the 
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the utile dulci delivered it from the tirefome 
dryne[s which ufually attends Treatife-writing ? 
Befides, where fhall we find a more lively 
fally of wit and facetious raillery than the 
author of Thelyphthora has entertained us 
with in comparing Mr. Hi// to a cobler, 
becaufe Mr. Hil] owns he does not under- 
ftand Hebrew? You remember the old 
proverb, fays he, Ne Sutor, &c. Yes, my 
friend, I remember it well. And I think 
you will not foon forget it. The whole 
proverb runs thus. Ne Sutor ultra crepi- 
dam. In Englith, ‘‘ Cobler keep to thy Laft.” 
Or more literally “‘ Let not the Cobler go be- 
yond bis Laf.” But when applied to the 
purpofe of the author of Thelyphthora, (I 
will put on the cap becaufe it fits me) 
‘© Let not Mr. Hil/ pretend to be a critic 
or philologift, at leaft not.a Hebrew critic, 
whilft he remains totally unacquainted 
with that language.” Why truly if Mr. 
Hill had had the advantage of a fkilful He- 
breen friend at his elbow, or who lived at 
a few yards diftance from him, and if he 
had been willing to have availed himfelf of 
fuch advantage, he might not have made 
that contemptible diminutive figure in the 
eyes of a learned Co/offus he now does. But 

to 
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to own the truth, Mr. Hill (feigned as the 
fenfe of the deficiency of bis own abilities may 
be) chofe rather to pafs fox a Codler as heis, 
than to exalt himfelf on {tilts not hisown, or 
to ftrut about like Z/op’s daw in borrowed 
_ plumes, or /E/op’s afs in the lion’s fkin. 

~ T remember well laft winter when Ad- 
miral Keppel was {peaking in the houfe of 
Commons, he faid he would: not from 
thenceforth call S7~ Hugh Pallifer by his 
own name, but by the name of the Gover- 
nor of Greenwich Hofpital, which he accord- 
ingly did in every other fpeech he made 
during the different times the bufinefs re- 
lative to the Portfimouth Court Martial, or 
any thing elfe which concerned the Navy was 
debated.—So,—-Sz parva liceat componere 
magnis, every time I have occafion to in- 
troduce my own infignificant name, inftead 
of Richard Hill, I fhall call myfelf zhe Cod- 
ler. And if we confider into what great 
and refpectable company I fhall introduce 
myfelf by the appellation, perhaps there 
may be more pride than humility in my af- 
fuming it. Nay, I know not whether it 
may not be at leaft as honorable as being 
{tiled Governor of Greenwich Hofpital. For 


Author of T helyphthora. Ii 


Firf. We have had, (far be it from me 
to fay we now have) cobiers at the helm 
of Government, even at ‘the head of all 
our public affairs. Thefe I would ftile 
State Coblers. Such perfons fet themicives 
to patch and mend, and mend and patch 
again, till they cannot make both ends meet 
at the La. By which means they fuffer 
the whole nation to go barefoot ; and after 
having cobbled and cobbled, till they have 
cobbled away all the leather, ’tis well if 
they don’t fome time or other bring Eng- 
lifhmen to wear wooden fhoes. Thefe cob- 
Jers are happy when they can get the 
length of any royal foot, and often try to 
meafure the feet of the members of the 
Houfe of Commons. 

N.B. This clafs of coblers make much 
ufe of the hammer and pincers in their. 
work ; and though they Jacker it well when 
it is finifhed, yet it will feldom bear the 
day-light. Befides the d/acking they ufe 
is apt to come off, and fadly fullies the 
fingers. | 


Secondly. We have very exalted Cob- 
Jers in Divinity. There are plenty of 
. thefe 
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thefe in our large Collegiate cities, who 
(like their brethren of the d/ack apron,) 
carry on their trade in Sta//s, though they 
prefer cobling ona Bench when it is in 
their power. And whilft they are in their 
Stalls, you may fometimes hear them _/ng- 
ing amain, thereby fhewing that they are 
either well pleafed with their work or their 
wages. However, thefe coblers in gene- 
ral, (for the picture I give of the moft is 
by no means intended as a reprefentation 
of all, but very far from it) do very little 
bufinefs in their profeffion, fcarcely mend- — 
ing a fole from one year’s end te another ; 
and what little they do attempt, is with 
that fort of leather which is againjt the 
grain, or as I believe fhoemakers call it 
black of the grain, And multitudes among 
them if they do but cobble a little now 
and then on a Sunday, think this fufficient 
reafon for being idle all the reft of the 
week, 

I might fhew in feveral more inftances 
(but let thefe fuffice) that there are many 
great men who are coblers in all profef- 
fions, and that therefore there is no fhame 
at all in my being dubbed @ codbler in criti- 
vifim by the learned author of Thelyphthora. 

—from 
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— From henceforth therefore Tam——“ the | 
Cobler.’—But to the point, 


ape 

You objeét that the cobler charges you 
with recommending an 7ndiferiminate and 
unlimited practice of Polygamy, and want- 
ing a law to eftablifh it: and then you 
bring quotations from Thelyphthora to prove» 
that I have either miftnderftood or mifre- 
prefented your meaning. Yet in thefe very 
quotations you affirm Polygamy in gene- 
ral to be both Jawful and innocent in itfelf, 
in many cafes expedient, in fome duty, and 
only finful by adufe or excefs. However, 

let me tranfcribe your own words. 
« That Polygamy is lawful in itfelf, and 
in many cafes expedient, in fome duty, 
<¢ none can deny who will yield to the tef- 
timony of the {criptures, and plain mat- 
«ter of fact. But where it is entered 
upon with no other view than to pam- 
«* per the appetite, and to indulge a love 
of variety, it degenerates into evil, and 
feems to be to marriage, what gluttony, 
drunkennefs and excefs of apparel are to 
«© food and raiment—a jinful, becaufe a 
‘© forbidden abufe of lawful and neceffary 

t thitgs. 

And 
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And would my friend attempt to prove 
from hence that he is not a maintainer 
and recommender of indiferiminate and un- 
Iimited Polygamy? What! when he com- 
pares it to our very meat, and drink, and 
cloathing, without which no man whatever 
can exift? I readily allow. that you are 
{peaking againft the adu/fe or exce/s of thefe 
things, and not againft the lawful ufe of 
them, therefore the drift of your argu- 
ment muft be to prove that though a mo- 
derate ufe of meat, drink, and apparel be ex- 
pedient and neceffary for all men, but glut- 
tony, drunkennefs, and pride of drefs are 
abominable and finful, fo a moderate ufe 
of Polygamy is denied to none, and only be- 
comes finful when indulged to excefs (and 
who is to define what is meant by an excefs 
of Polygamy) and in order to pamper the li- 
bidinous appetite —-Giving your reafoning 
it’s full fcope, this 1s what it muft amount 
to; and the very fame thing may be faid 
even of the ufe of the marriage bed itfelf, 
And indeed in the above quotation, as you 
do in every other part of your performance, 
(particularly in a note in your third vo- 
lume, p. 94. which I have only juft dipped 
into, though I intend, z/God /pare my hfe 

7 to 
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to labor through it) you put marriage and 
Polygamy intirely upon the fame foot- 
ing {C]. ’Tis in vain my friend offers his 
qualifying paflages whilft thefe are his 
avowed fentiments, and whilft in fo many 
other parts of his book he gives as general 
an indulgence for the practice of Polyga- 
my as the pope himfelf does for .whore- 
dom, by licenfing the public ftews at 
Rome. ad you purfued any regular plan | 
in your Treatife, and not run from one 
thing to another in the loofe unconnected 
manner you have done, it would have been 
more eafy to have followed you through- 
out; but this is certain, that whatever title 
your different chapters may bear, Polyga- 
my, Polygamy, Polygamy is the great point 
in view.—Polygamy, Polygamy, Polygamy 
the conftant burden. of the fong. | 
However, let the cobler now put a 
plain queftion or two, by which, if you 


C] The note runs as follows.—** The authority on 
<¢ which this practice (Polygamy) being the fame on 
“© which marriage it/elf is prohibited, in fo many in- 
& flances unknown to the feriptures, muft, to be fure, 
<* be truly refpectable!”’ 

The author of Thelyphthora allows nobody to {peak 
ina way of fneer and farcafm but himfelf, 


will 
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will anfwer explicitly, your fentiments may 

perhaps be better underftood. 
ift. Is it lawful in the fight of God for 
any man who has a wife (and I will add, 
children by that wife) to make his propo- 
fals and to take another in her life-time?— 
Would he commit fin in fo doing ? 
adly. As you ftate perverfenefs of tem- 
per in the woman to be a ground for Po- 
lygamy, I fhould be glad to know who 1s 
to be the judge of this perverfenefs of tem- 
per? Who is to determine whether it may 
not be wholly owing to the tyrannical be- 
havior or want of affection in the hufband? 
Upon this vague notion, every man might 
become a Polygamift where he and his wife 
had no right to demand the jutch of bacon. 
The idea that a man and his wife are cou- 
pled not only for better for worfe, but for 
life alfo, caufes much mutual forbearance, 
and prevents many a conjugal difpute: but 
whilft the hufband can think himfelf at l- 
berty to take a fecond or a third, whenever 
Madam is not quite fo pleafant.as fhe might 
be, would not this be the means of crea- 
ting quarrels without number, and threat- 
enings without end; scaly when the 
hufband happened to caft his eye on any 
particular 


Author of Thelyphthora. i9 
paitictilar object of dehght, whom he 
_wifhed to’ have the enjoyment of? In fuch 
cafe, might he not fay, “ Well, I have no- 
“thing to do, but to go home and teaze 
« my wife and put her out of humor, and 
« then that dear creature may be my own.” _ 
Vain indeed would be the author of The- 
yphthora’s fpecious qualifying fentences to 
reftrain fach a man from his purpofe; 
efpecially whilft the fame author tells him 
with the fame breath, that Polygamy is 2 
Tink in the chain of God's difpenfations, and 
1s in itfelf both Jawful and innocent. 

As to the cafes of Lunacy, or of abfolute 
Barrennefs on the fide of the woman, I 
would rather be filent on thefe points than 
difcufs them: only, I would briefly ob- 
ferve, that if the purport of your book had 
been to prove that under “fuck circum- 
ftancés divorce ought to be obtained from 
our courts of law, and thé man have leave 
to marry again, I fhould not have difturbed 
you in the quiet poffeflion of your opi- 
nion; though if we had talked the matter 
over in private, I fhould have obferved that 
athing of that fort ought to be entered 
upon with great deliberation; fince the 
‘woman who might at one time be difor- 
B dered 
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dered in her fenfes, might not perhaps. al- 
ways continue fo; and {feeing that children 
and the fruit of the womb were pronounced 
by the mouth of infpiration to be a gift and 
heritage that.cometh of the Lord, therefore fhe 
who atone time might be accounted a barren 
woman, might afterwards (even many years 
afterwards) keep houfe ; and be a joyful mother 
of children. And fhould this be the cafe, the 
highelt injury would be done to the firft wife, 

by putting her away and taking another. I 
might alfo have added that as no trials can 
befal a good man without the over-ruling 
hand of God’s providence, he fhould endea- 
vor toexercife a f{pirit of faith, patience, re- 
fignation and prayer, whilft he is under 
them; and that though we are permitted to 
ufe means toextricate ourfelves out of them, 
yet. we muft fee to it that they are awful 
means, and fuch as are warranted by God’s 
holy will and word. 


II. 
The cobler is cenfured for faying that 
the author of Thelyphthora explodes all ex- 
ternal marriage ceremony as /uper/iztious 


pricficraft. 


My 
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My reafons for this fuppofition are 
grounded upon the author’s whole chapter 
of marriage, the fubftance and purport of 
which muft be well remembered by thofe 
who have read his Treati/e, and from which 
it is clear, that though he acknowledges 
the expediency of. an outward recognition 
of marriage for the purpofes of fociety, yet 
he Jays it down as a certain pofition that 
neither contract nor external ceremony are 
_ at all neceflary (in a religious view) before 
the parties come together, and that the 
fingle act of bodily union is the only true 
{criptural marriage. 


HT. 

The cobler is told by the author of The- 
lypbthora, that “ he meets with no fuch 
‘“* cafes as that of Lady A— and Sir Tho-« 
“ mas 4——; nor as that of the humble 
_‘* petition of Mary, the wife of Yohn Wiis 
‘* fams—nor of women of the St. Giles’s 
‘* breed, crying murders about the ftreets, 
‘as the confequences of the “ewifh fyf~ 
‘fotemny 

This is no reafon at all why they would 
not be very frequent in Exgland if Polyga- 
my were eftablifhed among us. But lam 

B2 ee 
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far from believing that Polygamy was ever 
much in practice among the ews, and 
even where it was practifed, I doubt not 
but the mifchiefs attending it were in 
many cafes very evident. One thing how- 
ever is certain, which is, that the cobler 
has given the author of Thelyphthora a pinch- 
ing fhoe by the introduction of the cafes be- 
fore-mentioned, and therefore he affects to 
treat them with contempt. However, in 
your next piece, (for I underftand we are 
to have more. laf? words of the author of 
Thelyphtbora,) 1 defire you will give me the 
fatisfaction of knowing your fentiments on 
thofe cafes, particularly on that of king 
Charles the fecond and Ne// Gwyn, the du- 
chefs of Port/mouth, or indeed any other of 
his miftreffes ; for upon your plan, I fee no 
more harm of his keeping a dozen than 
ene, provided he were the firft man who 
became one flefh with them, and provided he 
perfifted in taking them to his bed one af- 
ter another as long as he lived. But more 
particularly ftill, I beg you will inform the 
cobler and the public what you do fay, or 
can fay, in the cafe propofed in the Bief- 
ings of Polygamy of a fingle woman filiating 
her child before you on a married man. As 

PiNtad a juftice 
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a juftice of the peace, you are obliged to 
put the law in force again{ft him.—As a 
clergyman, you mutt tell him that he took 
his own wife in order to cleave to ber 
alone, forfaking all others—But as the au- 
thor of Thelyphtbora, 1am quite at a lofs to 
know how you would addrefs the parties ; 
efpecially if the man informed you that his 
own wife were barren or ill-tempered. 

I hope alfo you will not forget to tell us 
your authority for faying that Lather and 
the other Proteftant divines unanimoufly de- 
clared in the cafe of the Landgrave of Heffe, 
that it was zot contrary to the law of God for 
a man to take another wife his firft being 
alive [D]. 


IV. 
The author of The/yphthora fays a man 
might malicioufly wound either of thefe (a 


[D] How the author of Thelyphthora can poffibly 
think of preffing the Reformers, whether at home or 
abroad, into his fervice, is to me moft inconceiv- 
able, efpecially after the quotation I brought from 
Luther againft the Polygamy of the Anabaptifts; and 
when Beza wrote an exprefs treatife againft Polyga- 
my, which is noticed by Calvin with the higheft ap- 
probation. As to the fentiments of our Engiifh Re- 
formers, they may be pretty well known by the mar- 
“riage fervice, and the homily againft adultery. 


B 3 wife 
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wife or a virgin) and not be liable to death, 
as he would be in the cafe of malicioufly 
wounding cattle. 
Here the cobling country juftice, muft a- 
gain take the liberty of reminding his friend 
learned in the law, that he is under a very 
great miftake in this affertion, for by the act 
commonly called the Coventry aé?# (made on 
account of the maiming Sir ‘ohn Coventry, 
in the reign of Charles the fecond) malc- 
oufly maiming or wounding any fubject is 
made death. 
The cafes of arape and of a man having 
intercourfe with a woman by her own free 
confent, or even feducing [D] her, are very 
different. In the former, the oath of the 
woman alone may fafely be taken, as fhe 
can have no intereft in {wearing againft the 
man; in the latter, a door would necefia- 
rily be opened to a thoufand frauds and 
impofitions. Therefore, though I agree. 
with you intirely, that every unmarried 
man who feduces or debauches a virgin 
ought to make her his wife; yet I alfo fay, 
that 


[D] Query.Upon the principles of Thelyphthora,whe- 
ther fuch a thing as /feduéfion (any more than fornica- 
tion) can or ever did exitt, fince the firft intercourfe of 
wian with a woman is by him deemed a marriage? 
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that compulfion upon every accufation of 
that fort, by the woman’s teftimony only, 
(and no other can hardly ever be had) 
would be attended with very dreadful con- 
fequences. However, where fuch a law 
could be inforced, it ought to be inforced. 
And if this were all you had endeavored to 
prove, your defign would certainly have 
met with general approbation; though in- 
ftead of three heavy volumes, you might 
have comprized the whole of what you had 
to fay within the compafs of three pages, 
and thereby have faved yourfelf much time 
and trouble, have faved your readers the 
fum of fifteen fhillings each, and have faved 
the cobler and the monthly and critical 
reviewers a very tirefome piece of employ- 
‘ment. 


V. 

You afk me how far from ‘‘ zmplyng 

‘* approbation it is where an action 1s per- 
“< mitted 2” —I anf{wer, it is often very far. 
Will my friend fay, that becaufe God per- 
mitted David's adultery and murder, he 
therefore approved of them? Take heed 
left by lofing fight of this material diftinc- 
tion, you ee God the author of all fin. 
Befides, 
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Befides, give this fentiment its full fcope, 
that God’s permifiion and his approbation 
cannot be feparated, and it will go near to 
make the moft abominable wickednefs the 
{ure road to heaven. 


VI. 

I am preffed with the authority of Wet- 
fein, Bithop Burnet and others, Doctor 
Doddridge himfelf bringing up the rear. 

Now what fhould you think of the cob- 
ler, if he were to treat them all with the 
moft fupercilious difdain, and were to fay, 
«« What are all human authorities to me, 
«if they {peak not agreeable to the divine 
“law and teftimony? I no more mind 
‘“ them, than I mind the wif/dom of Plato, 
« Ariftotle, Cicero, &c. among the antients; 
“© or of Sir Ifaac Newton, Mr. Lock, Bilhop 
“© Warburton, or the old woman that fells ap- 
** ples at the corner of the ftreet among the mo- 
** derns(E].” Suppofe again I were to prefs 
you with the authority of your favorite 
Wetftein, in order to degrade the divinity of | 
the Son of God[F]. Would you call that 

authority 


FE] hel. vol. ii. conclufion. 
[F] This laborious commentator (who was aSwi/s, 


and was obliged to leave his own country on account 
of 
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authority conclufive? I am perfuaded you 
would not compliment this learned man 
at the expence of denying the Lord that 
bought you. Suppofe I were to produce the 
exprefs teftimony of a thoufand learned 
and pious authors andcommentators again{t 
Polygamy? What would be your reply! 
They have followed one another like f{heep.— 
They [peak not agreeable to the divine law.— 
They fet Mofes and Chrift at variance,---But 
if only a fingle word or fentence can be ga- 
thered from any of them thatatall favorsour 
author's fyftem; then no praifes can be too 
lavifh on their excellent judgment, prodi- 
gious piety, or profound learning. O 
Thelyphthora, Thelyphthora, thou mother 
of inconfiftency, where fhall I find thee? | 


Quo teneam vultus mutantem Protea nodo? 


But it is no ftrange thing to hear men 
exclaim loudly againft human authority, 
while they are afluming to themfelves an 


of his Arian principles,) has given us the various 
readings of the New Teftament; but among them all, 
the word aaacliav for ara is not to be found ; there- 


fore this change of the word is intirely on his own 


judgment ; but as it happens to coincide with the plan 
of our author, he adopts it with as much authority as 
if it were really part of the facred text. 


authority 
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authority little lefs than divine, and at’ the 
{fame time that they are profefling to hold 
the opinions and decifions of all other men 
in the utmoft contempt, are expecting that 
all other men fhould pay the moft eg ee 
obedience to their own. | 

It is alfo a practice more common than 
decent, for an author to talk of the ab- 
furdity of the:pope’s pretenfions to infalli- 
bility, andat the very infant that he is doing 
fo, to be putting on the ¢riple crown, and 
thrufting his own 7pfe dixit into the papal. 
chair. Hence it is that the moft peremp- 
tory diéfators are ufually thofe who fpeak 
moft again{t dictating: and whilft they will 
fuffer no human authority, however refpec- 
table, to be quoted againft them, where it 
does not coincide with their own fenti- — 
ments, will yet catch at every thread of 
teftimony they can lay hold on when it 
makes at all for their fide the queftion.— 
How is it poffible to argue on fair ground 
with fuch unxfair players at bo-peep? — 
Produce a cloud of commentators; they 
are all defpifed as human authority: pro- 
duce none, and you are defpifed yourfelf 
for not producing them, 


With 
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With regard however to Bifhop Burnet, 
{think I can give a tolerable good reafon 
for his writing his little tract concerning 
Polygamy, though what he did’ was cer- 
tainly a great blot in his character, if it 
were only on account of his duplicity. 

When the friends of the Proteftant in- 
tere(t faw that Charles the fecond was not 
likely to have any iffue by the infanta of 
Portugal, to whom he was married, and 
that therefore the crown was likely to de- 
fcend to a popifh fucceflor, they began to 
put every engine at work that the King 
might have an heir, as Burnet himfelf 
tells us in the ‘bifory of bis own time, 
vol. i. p. 261. fol. edit. from whence I 
tranfcribe verbatim what follows : 

_ « When the party faw they could make 
« nothing of the bufinels of the Duke of 
«© Monmouth, they tried next by what 
‘© methods they could get rid of the 
«< Queen; that fo the King might marry 
« another wife: For the King had chil- 
« dren by fo many different creatures, that 
‘© they hoped for iffue, if he had a wife 


© capable of any. ‘Some thought, the 


«© Queen and he were not legally married: 
‘« But the avowing a marriage, and the 
“living 


28 
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living many years in that ftate, did cer- 
tainly fupply any defect in point of 
form. Others pretended, fhe was bar- 
ren from a natural caufe, and that 
feemed equivalent to impotence in men. 
But the King often faid, he was fure fhe 
had once mifcarried. This though not 
overthrown by fuch an evidence, could 
never be proved, unlefs the having no 
children was to be concluded a barren- 
nefs: And the diflolving a marriage on 
fuch an account could neither be jufti- 
fied in law nor confcience. Other fto- 
ries were given out of the Queen’s per- 
fon, which were falfe: For I faw ina 
letter under the King’s own hand that 
the marriage was confummated. Oshers 
talked of Polygamy: And officious per- . 
fons were ready to thruft themfelves into 
any thing that could contribute to their 
advancement. Lord Lauderdale and 
Sir Robert Murray afked my opinion of 
thefe things. I faid, I knew fpeculative 
people could fay a great deal in the way 
of argument for Polygamy, and divorce: 
Yet thefe things were fo decried, that, 
they were rejected by all Chriflian fo- 
creties.” 

How 


a ee a ae a 
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How few men, even good men are there 
who can totally withftand corrupt influ- 
ence and court favor! How ealy is it to 
find arguments when we have a fecret in= 
tereft in wifhing a thing to be true! Not- 
withftanding Burnet had pronounced Po- 
lygamy to be rejeéfed by all Chriftian Socie- 
ties, yet he afterwards himfelf ftated the 
cafe which you have produced, and cer- 
tainly gave his-anfwer rather in favor of 
it; {till however with great caution, and 
not without being conftrained to own it as 
a truth, that Polygamy falls fhort of the 
“ intendment of marriage in Innocency, to 
«¢ which ftate, we that are under the gof- 
«© pel muft return as near as it is poffible.” 

Upon the whole, Bifhop Burnee’s tefti~ 
mony amounts to little more than a quef- 
tion in cafuiftry [G], which he endeavors 
to folve in the moft favorable manner he 
could to the prevailing court party; but 
after all does not pretend to fpeak deci- 
fively on the fubjeét ; and though it ap- 
pears from the tract itfelf, which If have 


[G] The queftion is this; Whether in any cafe 


Polygamy be /awfui under the gofpel ? 


How very different from the peremptory and abfo- 
lute aflertion of the author of Lhelyphthore, that ° Po- 
<¢ Jygamy is lawful in itfelf.” 

feen 
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feen in the Britifh Mu/eum that he fhewed 
it to Lord Lauderdale, who was then high 
in the King’s favor, yet there is no proof 
at all that as Bifhop made it public him- 
felf, or that it was ever printed by his own 
approbation. 

But who could have eyneted that aod 
Dottor Doddridge fhould ever have + been 
called upon as a Coadjutor to Polygamy, 
in his note on 1 Z7zm. iii. 2.. where he firft 
gives the fentiments of Mr. Hallet and Mr. 
Whifton on the text, and then mentions his 
own, by which he is fo far from approv= 
ing Polygamy, that he calls it an ¢rregular 
practice, to which the divine wifdom had 
jixed a brand of infamy. However, if we 
havea mind to know exaétly what was 
this excellent man’s opinion of Polygamy, 
we have only to confult his paraphrafe on 
1 Cor. vil. &c. where he has the following 
remarkable words : 

‘* As the God of nature has for certain. 
‘“« wife reafons implanted in the fexes.a 
** mutual inclination to each other, in or- 
‘“‘ der to prevent Fornication, and every 
‘* other fpecies of uncleannefs, Jet every 
“< man bave and retain his own proper 
‘ wife ; and Jet every woman bave and re- 

<" Fea 
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‘«¢ tain her own hufband: for neither di- 
“ vorce nor Polygamy, are by any means 
« agreeable to the genius of the gofpel. 

“« Again, The wife hath not power over 
‘c her own body, but:hath by the marriage 
ce covenant transferred it to the hufband ; 
‘and in like manner alfo the bufband hath 
“¢ not power over his own body, but it is as” 
“it were THE PROPERTY OF) HIS 
“OWAFE. | 

In the improvement of this chapter Doétor 
Doddridge makes the following judicious 
obfervation : 7 | 

“It becomes us humbly to adore the 
«© divine wifdom and goodnefs manifefted 
‘in the formation of the firft human 
‘< pair, and in keeping up the different 
« fexes through all fucceeding ages, in fo 
‘« juft a proportion, that every man might 
“< have his own wife, and every woman ber 
“ own hufband. 

Methinks after thefe conclufive teftimo- 
nies from Doctor Doddridge, my friend’s 
attempt to prove. him an abettor of Poly- 
gamy is fomething like that of the Irifh- 
man who faid << he was fure there was 
a dead man in the ditch, for he heard him 
groan.” 

A ef Had 
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Had the author of Thelyphthora been {a- 
tified with the decifion of this found and 
learned proteftant Divine on the text, we 
fhould not have found him ftooping fo 
very low as to afk inftruction from the 
pope, or rather from a neft of Jefuits, by 
adopting the fenfe of the Rbemi/b tefta- 
ment on the paflage before us, and then by 
way of mending the matter adding 


—— Fas eft et ab hofte doceri. 


When he might with much more propriety 
have exclaimed 


Filectere fi nequeo fuperos acheronta movebo. 


But the cobler cannot take leave of this 
important {cripture without once more 
commencing critic; and as he is threatened 
with a future drubbing for his ignorance 
-and blunders in the explanation of this 
chapter, he will e’en try his hand once 
more ; that if the author of Thelyphthora 
has any more difcipline to beftow upon 

him, he may give it him all at once. 
Upon revifing what I faid in the Ble 
jfings of Polygamy, p. 61, 62, 63. I find I 
have omitted to take notice of a very glar- 
ing piece of partiality, which my friend 
has 
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has fallen into in his tranflation of that 
fame word «xe which has already occa- 
fioned fo much altercation: for in the very 
fame verfe where it relates to the man, he 
renders it, Let him rétazz his wife. But 
where it relates to the woman he renders 
it, Let her decp to her hufband. His rea- 
fon for making this wide difference of 
fenfe in the very fame word, and in the 
very fame verfe is very evident. But 
though neither of the expreffions are fo 
juft as that which our tranflators have 
given us, yet I will readily leave it to your 
choice to take the word retain or keep to 
which ever you pleafe. If you choofe the . 
firft, and tranilate the one part of the 
verfe, Let the hufband retain bis wife, then 
you muff tranflate the other part, Let the 
wife retain ber bujband: And there’s an end 
of Polygamy that way. 

But if you had rather take the other 
expreffion, Let the wife keep to her hufband, 
then you mutt alfo (as obferved in she 
Blefings of Polygamy) render the latter 
claufe Let the hufband keep to his wife. In 
fhort choofe which expreffion you will, 
only abide by it; but without the molt 
fhameful abufe of the word of God, you 

: ee cannot 
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cannot give a different fenfe to the repeti- 
tion of the fame word in the fame verfe. 
But as my learned friend by his eluci- 
dation of this chapter leaves the matter 
open to the whole church of Corinth to. 
practice Polygamy without any /mitation 
or refridtion whatever, we may fuppofe 
in order to make him confiftent with him- 
felf, that he has found out by fome anti- 
ent manufcript or tradition, that all the 
married women whofe hufbands were mem- 
bers of that church were either darren, 
or lunatics, or fcolds. wee 
The cobler has nothing more to fay in 
the way of criticifm himfelf, but begs to 
apply to the learned author of Thelyphtbora 
for information whether the text in Ma/. 1. 
which our tranflators have rendered in the 
fingular number “ thee and the wife of thy 
youth,” be really fo in the original ; or whe- 
ther the words ftand in the Hebrew as 
given us in Thelyphthora, You and your 
wives? I am fure if our tranflators have 
rendered the words in the fingular number, 
when they ought to have been in the plu- 
ral, they have fhewn themfelves to be very 
incorrect, though they have thereby made 
the text fpeak ftrongly in favor of mono- 


gamy : 
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gamy: but if your tranflation be the true 
one, then I confefs there is an ambiguity 
in the phrafeology ; and that teen thee 
_ and thy wife can mean only two perio ons or 
they twain, yet you and your wives leaves 
the matter fo much at large, that it may 
take in one man with half a dozen wives. 
Your explicit anfwer to this queftion will 
really much oblige me, as I afiure you I 
have afked no perfon but yourfelf, whether 
you or the tranflators of the Bible are 
right. 
VII. 

The author of Thelypbtbora totally 
mifreprefents what the cobler called ‘* fw 
chicanery.” ‘The exprefiion alluded to was 
the following: “‘ That if by a woman in 
the text (Matt. v. 28.) any woman be meant, 
then a man may commit adultery dy looking 
at his own wife.” ‘This you have intirely 
paffed over, and inftead of it you affirm 
that I charge you with chicanery, for faying 
that the word adultery is never ufed but 
where the defilement of a married woman 
is concerned [F]. 

| VIII. 


[F] If this aflertion contain found divinity, then 
fornication as well as adultery is not forbidden by 
C2 the 
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Vill. 

_ The author defires me to afk myfelf if 
I. did not read his book with prejudice. 
‘© Did not your prejudices (fays he) in-. 
cline you to with that they might rather 
be juftified than removed ?’”——I anfwer fin- 
cerely, that notwithftanding the ftrong 
prepolleffions I had in favor of the au- 
thor, yet I had imbibed very ftrong preju- 
dices againft his performance before I read 
it. Thefe prejudices I attribute in great 
meafure to fome letters I had read, which 
- were written by one Paul of Tarfus on the 
other fide of the queftion, and when I 
came to read your book, I really thought 
he was more than a match for you. 


| IX. 

Though it feemed by our author’s 
fentiments as contained in the two firit. 
volumes of Thelypbthora, that no fuch thing 
as fornication could exift, yet he now tells 
us there is fuch an animal in the world as 
a whore, and gives us a moft wonderful 


the feventh commandment, and if not by that com- 
mandment, then by no other, and confequently can 
be no fin; for where no law is, there is no tranf- 
greffion. 


account 
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account of this creature in the lata 


words : 

«< If this woman” (who has intercourfe 
with one man and is therefore according 
to our author, the wife of that man by the 
divine law) ‘* departs from this f7/? man 
‘ to another, the bond with the firft is 
** totally vacated by her act of adultery; fo 
«« that the firft man is totally releafed from 
“her. If afterwards fhe goes from man 
“* to man, and fells or gives her favors pro- 
“ mifcuoufly to all alike, fhe is every 
‘© bodys: no man can lay claim to her, 
‘ or look upon her as his property, or be 
«* injured as a given appropriated hufband 
‘© might be, by her infidelity. She is in 


‘© fhort, nullius inter bona, and is an whore, 


« harlot or proftitute, in the true fenfe of 


“© thefe words.” 


From this very extraordinary definition 
it appears, 
it. That no unmarried woman (I. e. 


‘according to our author’s ideas of marri- 
_age) can be a whore. 


2dly. That no woman whatever can 
commit whoredom till fhe has firft com- 

mitted adultery. 
Cin adly. 
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gdly. That fhe can be guilty of no 
whoredom till #/ree men have had connec- 
tion with her. 

4thly. That as fornication is a lefs fin 
than adultery, confequently the third man 
who has intercourfe with her is lefs guilty 
than the fecond. 

sthly. That from the moment fhe has 
beftowed her favors on the third man, 
fhe ceafes to be an adultrefs. 

é6thly. That if an action be brought by 
the hufband for crim. con. with any man 
but the fecond, it muft be laid for commit- 
ting whoredom with his wife, and not for 
committing adultery. 

That thefe are conclufions neceflarily 
deducible from our author’s definition and 
premifes is clear at firft view: but with- 
out animadverting upon them, let me afk 
how agrees this doctrine with {cripture ? 
There we find, Deut. xxi. 13, 14, &c. Kc. 
that if fufpicion arofe in the hufband con- 
cerning his new married wife that fhe was 
not a maid, and if the tokens of her virgi- 
nity could not be produced, {he was ad- 
judged to have played the whore. So by 
the Levitical law, Lev. xxi. 7. no prieft 
was to take a wife that was a whore. By 


which 
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which it is evident that according to God’s 
judgment, though not according to the 
judgment of the author of Thelyphthora, a 
woman might be a whore firft and a wife 
afterwards. With him it 1s juft v7ce vera. 

Truly, my friend, you are very kind to 
propofe to me the leaving off zez, that my 
ideas may not be difordered by frightful 
dreams; but fuch feems to be the confu- 
fion of your own ideas, that I would ad- 
vife you to take an additional quantity of 
coffee, which I have heard is fometimes ef- 
fectual towards diffipating the fumes of the 
imagination: Well indeed may you tell 
me that you are ‘ perfectly convinced that 
I have f{carcely one real idea of the book I 
write againft,’ when the writer himéelf 
has fcarcely one fixed idea of the fubject he 
handles, And this perhaps is the true 
caufe why you complain that your book is 
fo generally mifunderftood. 


X. 

- The author of The/yphthora {eems to lay a 
great ftrefs on the law of marrying the 
brother’s wife: and where the furviving 
brother had no wife nor children of his 
own, there it was God’s pofitive command 

that 
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that he fhould do fo: but I no more be- 
lieve that he ordained this as a general law 
where the next brother was already mar- 
ried, than I believe he commanded the 
widow and the wife to be married together, 
Fofepbus's teftimony muft in this cafe be 
conclufive, and the quotation which you 
yourfelf bring from him, atiq. Ld. 1x. 
chap. 5. is full againft you, for there he 
afferts that Mabhion’s kinfman refufed to 
marry Ruth, faying, ‘‘ be bad already awife 
and children.’——-But our author adds, 
“© not a word that it was unlawful.” But 
does not the very anfwer he returned im- 
ply this However, the author eafily gets 
over the matter in his ufual way, by affirm- 
ing on the greateft of all authorities, wz. 
his own, that Fofephus does not reprefent the 
matter as the Bible does. Thel. vol. 1. 
p- 253. However, if the author would 
eftablifh his point, let him produce only 
one example of the next brother marrying 
the widow of the deceafed brother, when 
he himfelf was a married man.—But I will 
go farther ftill—Even fuppofing that in 
this particular inftance God himfelf had 
commanded that the brother of the de- 
ceafed, though a married man, fhould yet 

efpoufe 
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efpoufe the widow; ftill this would be no 
more proof that God approved of general 
Polygamy, than it would be that he ap- 
proved of general inceft, which marrying 
a brother’s wife was deemed to be, and was 


forbidden as fach under the Levitical law. 


| eae eee. 8 © 

You are pleafed to fay you feel both © 
hurt and afhamed at my {ftrictures on the 
ftory of Yudah and Tamar. Certainly the 
cobler ought to be much obliged to you 
for this great fenfibility on his behalf; but 
as he has taken the very words of the fa- 
cred text, and he thinks alfo the fenfe of 
it, he hopes you will make yourfelf quite 
eafy on his account; efpecially as he does 


not find that any other perfon befides the 


author of Thelypbthora thinks he has given 
any wrong interpretation of the paflage ; 
not to mention that this author has ex- 
prefled himfelf in fuch a manner on the 
place in queftion that few, if any, of his. 
readers have been able to underftand him, 


XII. 
I leave it to you and Doctor Keunzcot to 
fettle the matter about the word zor. 
» SIL 
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XIII. 

That ae/ acted as a faithful fabjekS of 

the J/raehtifh ttate, I don’t deny: but that 
fhe alfo aéted under the immediate direétion of 
God, 1s as clear as that the fun fhines at 
noon-day. ‘Read the fourth and fifth chap- 
ters of ‘fudges throughout, alfo Pfalm 
Ixxxil. g. where the act of Yael to Sifera 
is fpoken of as the direct at of God. It 
is true, this matter does not affect the pre- 
fent controverfy either one way .or other, 
_ but it 1s grievous to fee the divine teftimo- 
ny fo little regarded by one who certainly 
ought to have more refpect for it. 


XIV. 

The cobler is challenged to find as 
ftrong a prohibition of Polygamy, on the 
man’s fide, as that Rom. vil. 1, 2, 3. on the 
woman’s fide. 

To bring that paltiBe is meer trifling. 
It is plain that the apoftle is there intro- 
ducing the law as a hufband, to whom we 
are all efpoufed by nature; and Chrift as a 
hufband, to whom all believers are efpoufed 
by grace: therefore the grand and only 
point he meant to prove was, that a be- 
liever had no more to do with an abro- 

gated 
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gated law as a covenant of works, than a 
widow who was married again has to do 
with her firft hufband when he is dead and 
buried If therefore St. Pau/ had in this 
place fhewn that it was equally criminal in 
4 man to have more wives than one, as it 
was in a woman to have more hufbands 
than one (though the one were as mucha 
truth as the other,) it would have been 
quite foreign to his own purpofe. But 
when our bleffed Saviour is confining him- 
felf wholly to the matters of adultery and 
divorce, there he expreffly gives us to un- 
derftand that it is equally criminal in’ the 
man to put away his wife and marry an- 
other, as it is in the wife to put away her 
-hufband and marry another. He faith unto 
them, Whoever fhall put away his wife and 
marry another, committeth adultery againft 
ber: and if a woman fhall put away ber buf- 
band, and be married to another, fhe commit- 
teth adultery, Mark x. 11, 12. 


XV. 
Theauthor of Thelyphthora again challenges 
the cobler in a very peremptory manner, to 
produce one inftance of the divine prohibz- 
tion ox difapprobation of Polygamy. And 
then 
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then tells us, (perhaps rather too much in 
a way of triumph) that if I do fo, J Soall 
have the Old Teftament on my fide. | 

The cobler anfwers the challenge; ij, 
by producing that remarkable text, Deut. 
XVii. 17. where God tells the J/raelites, that 
when they were come into the land which 
he fhould give them, the king which he 
would choofe for them /hould not multiply 
wives unto bimfe If, that his heart turn not 
away.—Here 1s, 

ft, Abfolute probibstion ; he fhall not mul- 
tiply wives or have many wives, which 1s the 
exprefs meaning of the word Polygamy. 

adly, Difapprobation, and the reafon of 
it, left Polygamy, or the multiplying wives, 
fhould turn away bis heart from God. 

But that the interpretation of this im- 
portant text of fcripture may not reft on 
my own decifion, I fhall back it with a 
tef{timony, which, to an unprejudiced mind, 
muft carry with it full conviction: and 
this fhall be from a comment on the Bible, 
which was fet forth (as ordered by the 
committee for religion) by a confiderable 
number of thofe found, learned, and evan- 
gelical divines which compofed the Weft- 
milter ones and before publication 

fubmitted 
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fubmitted to the perufal and correction of 
them all together, as is exprefied in the 
preface to. the work itfelf ; and therefore 
muft be regarded not as the judgment of 
a fingle individual, or of one commentator, 
but as conveying the fenfe of a large body 
of the greateft, ableff, and beft men that 
perhaps ever compofed any fynod fince the 
days of the apoftles. oe 
Thefe faithful and orthodox divines thus 


-exprefs themfelves on the text in queftion: 


‘Tf kings may not [7.e. multiply wives} 
‘¢ much lefs their fubjects, fince it is of 
« more moment that they have children 
‘«< than inferior perfons; and though the 
‘¢ patriarchs had more wives than one at 
<¢ once, it was not according to the firft 
‘© inftitution of marriage. [See annot. on 


“¢ Gen. iv. 19.] It was never allowed by 


«¢ God, though for a time folerated, upon 
«* reafons which concern not our times, 
«© And this might be rather forbidden to a 
«king, becaufe of the power of his ex- 
‘«< ample upon the manners of his people.” 


Suffer me to bring one more text of 


feripture, which though quoted in the 


Blefings of Polygamy, is not of lefs weight ~ 
on that account.—The paflage alluded to, 
7 is 
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is that Lev. xvii. 18. Neither fhalt thou 
take a wife to her fifter, (or as it ftands in 
_ the margin, one wife to another) to vex her, 
to uncover ber nakedne/s, befide the other in her 
life time. } 

I know you will not allow the marginal 
reading to be the true fenfe of the words, 
and may perhaps tell me, as you do upon 
another occafion, that ‘* I have not called 
in a fingle commentator, hiftorian, or other | 
author to my aid.’ Wowever, I will now 
call im the corroborating teftimony of one 
of the moft judicious and unexceptionable 
men that ever lived in my behalf. Good 
old Mr. Perkins, who certainly fhone among 
the brighteft {tars which adorned the church 
of England during the reign of Queen E/- 
zabeth, and who for piety, learning, and 
deep {kill in cafuiftry, was equalled by few, 
exceeded by none. This able and found 
divine, treating on the text in queftion, 
thus writes, 

‘‘ This place 1s a flat prohibition of the 
‘* fin of Polygamy: for to take a wife to 
“< her fifter, in the Hebrew phrafe, is no- 
“* thing elfe but to take two wives one to 
‘© another. The like form of {peech is ufed 
‘* otherwhere by Mofes, as Exod. xxvi. 3. 

“« Five 
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Five curtains fhall be coupled together 
(the woman to her fifter,) that is, one 


to another; and the other five curtains 


fhall be coupled (the woman to her fif- 
ter) that is, the one to the other. Ezek. 
i. 9. The four beafts were joined with 
their wings (the woman to her fifter,) 
that is, the one to the other. Again, 


_ Mojes himfelf there alledgeth two reafons 


againft Polygamy: the one is, becaufe 
the man is to love, cherifh, and com- 
fort his wife; whereas, if he fhould take 
unto him another befides her, he fhould 
greatly vex his firtt lawful wife. The 
other, becaufe by that means he fhould 
uncover the fhame of his wife; that is, 
he fhould play a very difhoneft part with. 
her, to whom he was before lawfully 


married.” Perkins on Chriftian Oeconomy 


or Houfbold Government, vol. i. p. 677. 


The very fame interpretation which Mr. 


Perkins gives, do the Aflembly of Divines 
alfo give of this {cripture in their comment 
before quoted. The following are their 
own words. ‘ This is not to be under- 


c¢ 


- €¢ 


ce 


ftood only of another natural fifter, as 
if a man might have two wives, fo they 
were not fuch fifters, or two fifters one 

‘* after 
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after another -to wife, the latter upon 
the death of the former, for the mar- 
riage of the brother’s wife is forbidden 
before, ver. 16. and by confequence a 
woman muft not marry her fifter’s huf- 
band, and fo two fifters are already for- 
bidden to be married to one man.— 
Wherefore it is moft probable, that this 
is a prohibition of Polygamy, 7.e. of 
having more wives than one at once; 
that one may not be a vexation to the 
other, which is likely to fall out not 


only betwixt natural fifters, as Leah and 


Rachel, but betwixt thofe that are not 
of kin, as betwixt Hannah and Penin- 
nab. And for the word /ifer in a ge- 
neral acceptation, it may be applied to 
any woman, as the word brother to any 
man. Gen. xix. 7. And it 1s to be noted, 
that it 1s fometimes to be applied to 


things, which, in propriety of {peech, 


come not under fuch a title or denomi- 
nation, as the wings of the beaft, Ezek. 
1.9. are faid to touch @ woman to her 


«« fifter, as the Hebrew phrafe carrieth it.” 


Now what fays my friend to thefe autho- 


rities? I dare fay he will not fcruple to af- 
firm that they are not worth minding. But 


I . what 
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what if Mr. Perkins and the Affembly of 
Divines had; fpoken the language of The- 
lyphthora? Then what high encomiums 
would they have received! Truly, we 
may fee that throughout life, the tra- 
veller who blowed hot and cold with the fame 
mouth, 1s no uncommon character. 


XVI. | 

The cobler is accufed of attacking his | 
own old friend, and 1s put in mind of the 
apoftle’s advice, 1 Theff. iv. 11. Study to be 
quiet. 

It is eafy to give advice, hard to fol- 
low it ourfelves. I grant however, that the 
above apoftolic countel. may be more fuited 
to the cobler as a layman, than to the au-. 
thor of Thelyphthora as a minifter; as that 
author muft well remember a converfation 
fome years ago between two certain cler- 
gymen, when the one told the other “ he 
intended to leave of preaching and be 
quiet.” ‘* Ab, Sir, (anfwered the other) the 
« devil loves quiet miniflers.” 

As to attacking his friend, this charge 
the cobler denies. It is true he attacked 
the errors of his friend,.but the perfon of 
his friend he endeavored to treat with rea 

D fpect, 


50 The Cobler’s Letter to the 


{pect, love, and regard. He wifhes the 
author of Thelyphihora had obferved the 


fame rule. 


XVII. 

The author of Thelyphtbora accufes the 
cobler of fetting forth “ the fazr /ex in fuch 
«<a light of vengeance and affafination, and 
‘in fhort, as fuch a fet of furies, as to out- 
‘do, if poffible, the three famed daugh- 
“< ¢ers of Acheron and Nox.” He then ad- 
vifes the cobler “‘ to put fome fnakes into 

« sheir hair in the next edition, and then 
« they may pafs for the lineal defcendants 
“‘ of Alecto, Megera, and Tifipbone.” He 
then adds, “I marvel not that my friend 
“has (till to complain with Horace. 


‘© Martiis celebs quid again calendis 2” 


Ah! my good friend, ’tis too late to of- 
fer the ladies /ugar-plums, when you have 
been pelting them with hariftones and coals 
of fre; and placing them in a light little 
fuperior to flaves in a Turkifb {eraghio. 
But the cobler has no caufe to dread their 
difpleafure for any thing that he has faid, 
concerning the tendernefs and delicacy of 
their feelings in his late piece, or of the 


effects 
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effeéts of that univerfal jealoufy which the 
doétrine contained in The/yphtbora wall 


"certainly fpread among them. The injured 


fex cannot yet have forgotten—but, manet 

alta mente repoflum—a certain note con- 
cerning queen Vafbti, which moft of them 
have adjudged far more proper to have 
come from an eaffern bafbaw than a chrif- 
tian divine. Wowever, the cobler has ftill 
too much regard for his o/d friend, (not- 
withftanding his fevere. perfonal reflection, 
couched under the line from Horace, ) either 
to lend the females his /firap, or to put 
fnakes into their beads; being certain that 
the firft object of their vengeance would 
be the devoted author of Thelyphthora. But 
if that author has a mind to view fome of 


the dleffed effects of his own fyftem when 


eftablifhed by law, let him look at the 
windows of our picture-fhops, and there 
he will be entertained with a print of two 
women belaboring a poor hen-pecked man, 
and under it, as nearly as I can recollect, 
the following words: Pelygamy in perfec- 
tion, or Dottor Madman brought to the right 


fe of bis fenfes. 


But if the author of 7, belyphthora has any 
meaning at all in bringing the above ine. 
D2 from 
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from Horace, (the introduction of which 1s 
deemed, even by his beft friends, to be a 
mafterpiece of infolence and rudenefs,) it 
mutt be the following—‘ Mr. H7// has ufed 
“the female fex fo ill, that no wonder 
“none of them will marry him.”—-But as 
it is true on the one fide, that _ 
There fwims no goofe fo grey, but foon or late, 
Can find fome boneft gander for ber mate, 


So it is equally true on the other, that 
There is no ‘fack but may have his Gill; 


In proof of which I fhould bevery unwilling 
to produce the author of Yhelyphthora. 
However, I had much rather be lamenting 
with Horace— 


“© Martiis celebs quid agam calends,” 


Than to be joining the cry of every old 
letcher. and battered rake in the kingdom, 
upon the profpect of Polygamy being 
eftablithed by law, 
O mibi preterites referet fi fupiter annos ! 
I am fure if I had no higher eftimation 
of the marriage ftate than what I could 
form upon reading Tise/yphthora, | had much 
rather continue a batchelor all my hie, 
Ge than 
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than harbor a thought of entering into it. 
But fo far am I from thinking that any 
thing I have advanced in the Blefings of 
Polygamy may be the means of incurring 
the difapprobation of the fex, that I am 
flattering myfelf that however much réeafon 
I may have had to Jament my having hi- 
therto lived fingle, yet (though not quitein 
the prime of life) I may now find a favor- 
able reception from fome kind and amiable 
help meet. But happy indeed may the 
author of Thelyphthora efteem himfelf that 
he made the marriage-knot fure before he 
acquainted the world with his ideas of 
Polygamy, otherwife 1 think the poct’s 
lamentation for the calends of March muft 

have been his all his life long; G]. 
I have only to add, that if my friend 
wants a motto for his next publication, 
inftead of going to S¢. Paul for it, IT weuld 
advife him to have recourfe to the celeffial 
brilliancy of DOCTOR GRAHAM 2dim- 
felf, and to take the confpicuous words 


[G] Even this line of Horace fhews, that the hea- 
then nations fuppofed that fome external form was . 
necefiary before marriage, otherwife this. lafcivious 
poet would hardly have {tiled himfelf caless, a batche- 
lor, as it is to be feared he had been frequently mar- 
ried, according to the Thelyphihorian fyftem. 


D 3 which 
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which are painted on the outfide of his 
houfe in Pall-Mall, 


“SACRED TO HYMEN.” 


Efpecially as the electrical, hymeneal beds, 
on which the doétor advertifes to touch fo 
delicately, may prove very convenient for 
the accommodation of an additional ‘wife 
now and then: For as to the ladies living 
together under the fame roof, I think it 
-muft be.quite given up, fince we can 
hardly fuppofe there would fubfift a fuf- 
ficient degree of harmony between them, 
even to put them on a footing with Bayes’s 
two kings of Brentford, who came in fimel- 
ling at the fame nofegay|H]. 


I muft here beg leave to obferve, that 
Doétor Graham as well as the author of 
a Treatife on Female Ruin, complains that 
the defign of his celeffial bed 1s much mifun- 
derficod through zgnorance and prejudice, and 
affures the public, in the exact language of © 
Thelyphthora, that this fame electrical torus 
is by no means intended to be ufed in an, 
unlimited indifcriminate manner, but is re= 


[H] Preface to the third vol. of The. p. 8. note. 
ferved 
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ferved ©“ ONLY FOR MARRIED PERSONS, 
that he has nothing in view but to promote 
the public good, to prevent impurity, adul- 
tery, and divorce, and to encourage popula- 
tion in many noble and tllufirious families, 
which are now without heirs to inherit 
‘their titles and eftates, and therefore he 
aflures himfelf of the patronage and appro- 
bation of the great, the earned, and THE 
GOOD; and hopes for that benevolence and 
encouragement from THE LEGISLATURE 
which the vaft importance of the object merits.” 
—The Doétor then adds the following 
nota bene. 


{F IN order to deter the wantonly 
lafcivious, the mere votaries of pleafure 
from polluting the Trempre or HyMeEn, 
the following lines are written in golden 
capitals over the grand entrance. 


OTAEIS AKAOAPTOS EIZITQI. 
Procul! O Procul efe profani. ViRG. 


Keep afar off ye profane ones 


Sce Do&or Graham’ Abftra, Se. given at- 
the door to fuch as attend his electrical 
experiments, and compare it with Zhe- 
lyphthora. 


But 
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But notwithftanding the grave procul: efte 
profani of the medico-eletrical Doétor and 
the pious admonitions of the author of The- 
lypbthora to a holy and fober ufe of Polygamy, 
and to avoid an exce/s of it; notwithftand- 
ing the joint affurances of thefe two adven- 
trous perfonages that their highly extolled 
noftrums of Polyganzy and hymeneal electricity 
are only meant to promote the welfare of 
the community in general, as well as the 
happinefs of private families in particular, 
to put a ftop to divorce, adultery, é&c. and 
‘to encourage population, by furnifhing 
heirs to titles and eftates ;—yet, certain 
curious perfons who regard not the apof- 
tles advice, of being guiet and minding their 
own bufinefs, but muft needs take a peep 
bebind the curtain, have been hardy enough 
to try to perfuade the world that other 
ends of a very different nature are likely to 
be anfwered by the fyftems delivered to the 
world both by the one and the other of 
thefe learned gentlemen. 4 


To 


Author of Thelyphthora. 8 


To CONCLUDE: | 
Tam told by the author of Thelyphthora, 


that “* forbearance 1s no acquittance,” (great 
forbearance traly,) and that the light in 
which he fhall find himfelf obliged, in juf- 
tice to the public (to fay nothing of The- 
yphthora,) to-place meas a critic and a 
philologif?, will hardly be more difagreeable 
to myfelf than to the author. Then he adds, 
<‘ but be it remembered, Sir, (a conviction 
‘already drawn up in the law phrafe,) (I] 


[I] We may fuppofe the whole of the conviction 
to run as follows: 

‘County of ) BE TT REMEMBERED, that on the 
S—y. twenty-third day of March \att paft, and in 
To wit. the twenty-firft year of the reign of his 

fovereign majefty lord George, of Great - Britain, 

France, and Ireland, king defender of the faith, and fo 

forth. Richard Hill, of Hawk/tone, in the county of Sa- 

lop, batchelor, otherwife cobler, was duly convicted before 

me, Martinus Scriblerus, Efq. one of his majefty’s juf- 
ices affigned to keep the peace within the faid county, of 
divers crimesand mifdemeanors in the art of critici/mand 
philology, he the faid Richard Hill, otherwife the cobler, _ 
not being duly qualified nor licenfed by the laws of 

Thelyphthora to exercife the art or myftery of critici{m or 

: philology aforefaid. 1 therefore the faid juftice, upon 

due confideration had of the premifes, do adjudge that 

the faid Richard Hill, otherwife the cobler, hath in- 
curred the penalty of public whipping, which faid 

_penalty, I the within named juftice fhall infli@t on 

the faid delinquent by my own hand and rod, within 

the {pace of three months next enfuing from the date 
hereof. Given under my hand and feal, the day and 
year aforefaid, Martinus ScRIBLERUS. 


that 
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that happen what may, you have nobody 
to thank but yourfelf.” In fhort, the 
. cobler has lamed the author’s hobby horfe, 
and has fent him limping and wincing 
away, and therefore in return he is re- 
folved that the body borfe fhall kick the 
cobler’s drains out. But, parce minis, magne 
Jacerdos. Pleafe to recollect, that to forbear 
threatening, is an apoftolic injunction. Let _ 
me alfo put you in mind, that though the 
cobler in this piece has adminiftered a little 
moderate correction by /eathering, yet the 
awl, the hammer, the pinchers, and the par- 
ing-knife, have not yet been taken up in his 
defence; and thefe are dangerous weapons 
to fall under. 

Though the cobler would wifh to main- 
tain the ipirit of a Chri/tian, yet he is not 
exempt from the feelings of a man: there- 
fore, though he will not fay 


| Nema me tmpune lacefit, 


Yet he begs leave to let you know that 
there are a few lines in the fatires of Horace 
which, upon fome occafions, may be more 
applicable to him than he himfelf would 
wifh in his cooler moments. 


—Ut 
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tonsa UE pereat rubigine telum : 
Nec quifquam noceat, cupido mihi pacis, at ille 
Qui me commorit, melius non tangere clamo 


Fiebit, &c. &c. 

Peace is my dear delight, not Fleury’s more, 

Yet touch meand no minifter fo fore. ~ Pops. 

But after all Iam fully perfuaded that, 
as two {eparate individuals, this controverly 
is not likely to do either you or me any 
good in a fpiritual way, though! efteemed 
it abfolute matter of duty in me, to enter 
my proteft againft theunfcriptural doctrine 
and dangerous tendency of Thelyphthora. 
Having done this in two publications, I 
{hall be happy to fay with regard to all 
controverfy, | 


Hic... . caftus artemque repono, 


But whether Iam to add the other word 
(vidor) or to turn it into wdélus, I mutt 
leave others to determine. One thing how- 
ever is certain, that every day our pens are 
exercifed in vain janglings and difputings, we 
have reafon to lament with one of old, 
when a day paffed over his head without 
his having done any good, ‘* Perdidimus 
diem.’ God grant we may neither of us 
have caufe to cry out with another ' 


« Heu! vitam perdidi operofe nibil agendo.” 
| Or 
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Or with a third great man of modern me- 
mory, who had juft ftrength enough to fay 
at the laft gafp, ‘‘ The battle is fought, but 
ibe vidtory ts loft for ever.” 


N. B. The cobler finds fome queries 
prefixed to the fecond edition of Thelyph- 
thora; but as many of them confift in deg- 
ging the queftion, as others of them are 
befide the queftion, and as the objections 
contained in moft of them are confidered 
and anfwered in the Blefings of Polygamy, 
therefore the cobler will not animadvert 
on them particularly.—Befides, it is ru- 
mored about that thefe queries were Jor- 
rowed by the author of TLhelyphthora. 


Pofticript. 
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| Poftfcript. — 


INCE I wrote the foregoing letter I 

’ have looked again into your Preface to 
the third volume, where I find an extract 
of a letter from a reverend and learned cor-. 
refpondent of your’s in favor of it. You 
have not indeed told us by whom the let- 
ter itfelf was written, but as I really be- 
lieve there is only one reverend and learned 
Divine in all England (and I do allow him 
to be a truly upright and valuable man,) 
who zow approves your book, though feve- 
ral others were at firft ftaggered by its 
plaufibility, I could venture to name the 
perfon without miftake, as certainly as 1 
could have determined who was meant by 
the author of Thelyphithora though his 
Treatife were anonymous. However if 
epiftolary teftimonies muft be admitted on 
the one fide, they certainly may on the 
other : 
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other: And as I dare fay you will think 
I cannot follow a better example than 
your own, permit me to cite a few paf- 
fages from fome letters which I have now 
in my pocket on the fubject. -The firft 
fhall be an extraét from one minifter to 
another, with a fight of which I have lately 
been favored. 

“<I hope you are going on with zeal, 
“© comfort and fuccefs in the bleffed work 
** of an evangelift—make full proof of 
‘¢ your miniftry-~the days are evil, the 


~€ Jove of many is waxed cold—fome have 


* brought in damnable errors—others 
** turn the grace of God into lafciviouf- 
“ nefs, and fome have difcovered the ad- 
“< vantage and privilege of Polygamy zm the 
< new Tefiament !!! 
‘© The reafoning, fophiftry, chitcanery, 
** fallacy and poifon of that book at firft 
“ appear plaufible and infinuating, but 
** the charm preiently vanifhes, the purity 
“* of the gofpel fhines through every at- 
*‘ tempt to fully its brightnefs—and we 
“* difcover the cloven foot of this angel of 
“* light—and as a difcerning minifter ex- 
“* prefled it, pronounce the book to be 
$* Satan’s plea, for a libsdinous appetite.” 
The 
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The fecond fhall be from a joint friend 
of your’s and mine, a gentleman of known 
learning and true religion, which I only 
received laft night. 7 : 
_ « We have perufed with great pleafure 
“ The Bleflings of Polygamy,” thinking 
“ the arguments conclufive, and admiting 
« the fpirit in which it is written. To 
“ tell you the truth the only fault we find 
‘© with it is that we think you are too la- 
«© vifh in your encomiums upon the au- 
“ thor of Thelyphtbora. And. we are 
“ forry to fee that they have fo little effect, 
‘© by obferving that he advertifes a 3d vol. 
‘«* with a letter to you. 1 fhall be curious 
‘© to fee what he has to fay in reply.” 


The third fhall be from a very worthy 
and learned friend of mine, who I hope 
will pardor the liberty I take in printing 
his letter (never defigned for public view) 
without his knowledge ; but as 1 am in- 
debted to him for that judicious quotation 
from Wall's Hiftory of Infant Baptifm, which 
is contained in it, I think it much more 
honeft to tell the world from whence I 
had it, than to let them fuppofe, I had col- 
lected it in the courfe of my own reading. 

“* DEAR 


64° = _‘The Cobler’s Letter to the 


“ DEAR SIR, 

** I fhould have acknowledged the receipt 

“* of The Bleffings of Polygamy difplayed fooner; 
“but I was informed that you was gone 
« out of town ; and I did not hear of your 
‘*¢ return till W fedneftiay Jaft.. I have read 
‘it with great fatisfaction ; and, as.an in- 
a dividual have reafon to fay, that God 
“« has made this unhappy controverfy about 
“© Polygamy (like fome others) a means: of 
‘‘ information and fettlement to my mind. 
‘* Long beforeI heard of Mr.M ’s book 
«*T had been puzzled as to this point ; and 
“the reading of Lhelyphthora aimoft per- 
“© fuaded me to embrace the unchriftian doc- 
“‘ trine. However, at prefent I am fatisfied 
“« that, as a doctrine, itis inconfiftent with 
“« the New Teftament; and, when practifed, 
“full of the moft dreadful confequences. 
“«« For my fatisfaction in this important mat- 
“< ter, 1 am indebted to many, but efpecially 
“* to you, Sir, as an author, and to my dear 
‘« friend Mr. N— as a bofom ey feb 3 
‘¢ Thave not read much of Mr.M 
“reply to your addrefs, but, from what 
“did read, am forry to fee him fo much 
‘* and fo unjuftly out of temper with you. 
“* As to his threatening to expofe you as a 
Ma eee 
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critic, (fo far as I am capable of judging) 
ou have no caufe to fear him. 


“ Should you fend out another edition, 
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the following quotation may perhaps 


‘ ftrengthen what you fay at p. 06, 67. 


«< JT efteem it very material to obferve by 


‘ the bye this emphafis of the word ss, 


for apprehending the force of a text of 
St. Paul againft the Polygamifts. Thele 
men prefume_to fay, that there is no 
prohibition in the New T eftament of 
the plurality of wives to one man. St. 
Paul 1 Cor. Wil. 1, 2. perfuades people, 
if they can be fo content, to an abfolute 


‘continence; but if they cannot, he al- 


lows marriage: but with this limitation 
EXGGOS TMV EWUTH YUNCEUA EHETW, HAE EXAEM TOV sdvoy 
avin eyevé. The true tranflation of 
which words is, Let every man bave bts 


« own wife, and let every woman have a huf- 


band peculiar to her-—For as when Arif- 
totle {ays wiv rer ro1s avdeucross : It were a 
very imperfect rendering to tranflate it ; 
men have this of their own: which ought 
to be, this 1s proper, or peculiar, to men. 
And where he fays, ° % Barpayes won exes 
ow yaweour ; to fay, Frogs make ther own 

: BY “< noife, 
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nsife, would not reach the fenfe: which 
is, that Frogs make a noife peculiar te 
themfelves. So it is an imperfeét tran{- 
lation of the forefaid words of the apo- 
ftle, which our Englifh gives, Let every 
woman have her own hufband, The word 
** fignifies, one peculiar to her.” 

That the Lord Jefus may keep you, and 
caufe you to fhine more and more unto 


the perfect day is the fincere defire of 
Dear Sir, 
Your very affectionate friend, 
And obliged humble fervant, 


% OK 


P.S. The proper force of the word ics, 
as oppofed to xowos, may alfo be feen, Acts 
1V. 32. xa Bdeis Th Tw virapyovlwy wvlw sdeysy sdsoy 
SVs, GAN ny avloss a7 cy] Oo XO. 


I conclude the whole of thefe epiftolary 
‘teftimonies (though I could produce a 
great many more) with one which con- 
‘tains a pra¢tical comment on our author’s 
doétrine. I have tranfcribed it froma 
letter written by a laborious minifter of 

the 
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the Church of England to another clergy- 
man, who lately inclofed it to me. Speak- 
ing of the pernicious effects of Thelyph- 
thora in various places, he goes on as ‘fol- 
lows: 


weeks ago, at L: 


‘« There was an inftance of this, a few 
—l. Aman amongtt 
the Independents there, who had a wife 
and five children, upon the ftrength of 


Mr. ——’s authority, prevailed upon a 


widow (who kept a public houfe, and 
had alfo five children by her late huf- 


* band) to believe that Polygamy was law- 


ful. She was weak enough to receive 
him, his wife and five children into her 
houfe; his wife was foolifh enough to 
ZO ett him: they hved for a time ap- 
parently comfortably together; the wo- 
men fat on each fide him at table, and 
when cuftomers came in they ferved 


them by turns. The widow (as might 


be expected) proved with child, and 
when her friends attempted to part them, 
and argued with the man upon the 
wickednefs of his conduét (with Mr. 
’s book in his hand,) he defended 
himfelf again{t all they could fay. Thus 
you fee “* Fhe Blefings of Polygamy begin 

feeb 
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‘« tobe difplayed, but what. mutt the iis 
‘© thor of fuch an abominable perform: 
© ance think of himifelf, when fuch ¢ con- 
« fequences enfue?” : | 


I imagine that, byt this time, the sitthib 
‘of Thelyphthora has feen as many extracts 
from letters as he withes to read, and am 
alfo ‘afraid that my ‘Supplement to the 
© Blefings of Polygamy” will, if Tadd any 
“more, be like the Supplement to Chambers’ s 
Diéionary, more buiky than the work it 
felf ; I therefore beg to fubfcribe myfelf, ; 


Rev. fe dear Sir, 
Still your fincere friend, 
And well-wifher, 


The COBLER. 


; hd IRN, Reba aol 
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‘The following Extra of a Letter baving been re- 


ceived fince the whole of my Pamphlet was printed 
off, and flitched up, I.am obliged to place tt where 
it ftands, 2 


My pear Sir, 


Have juft finifhed the reading of Mr, 

M ’s third dry volume on his favorite 
topic. His letter to you, Sir, which concludes 
this dull, tedious compilation from popifh 
councils, fynods, fathers, &c. gaveane not a 
little concern; not upon your account, but his. 
The very refpeétful and friendly ftyle with 
which you accofted him through your whole 
book, when compared with the unceremonious, 
pe.t, and {neering dialect which difgraces his 
performance, muft exhibit a contraft very 
much to Mr. M’s difadvantage, in the eye of 
every man of candor and good breeding, In- 
deed, Sir, I feared, upon the firft perufal of 
your book, that you had rather exceeded in 


the declarations of your friendfhip and refpeét 
for this reverend Polygamift; and the event 


hath at leaft proved, that Mr. M. was unpre- 
pared for fuch an addrefs. His reflections, in. 
fome parts, are grofsly perfonal, both when he | 
fpeaks in plain Englifh, and when he wraps 
up the obnoxious fentiment in learned fcraps, 
(patches, Horace would call them) of Latin. 
Some of his zofes are puerile and nugatory to 
the laft degree, and carry with them fuch an 
appearance of confummate pedantry, as muft 
difyuft every reader of true literary tate. 
And I muft declare, that his letter through- 


‘ out is void of that liberality, to which he 


ee 3) 6 feems 


ay : Ss -* 
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feems to lay fo much claim. “As for his cri-- 


Pe ee ee 


eee .. 
ticiims, wpon fome ‘parts of your book; the — 


{chool-boy, gui ano partam colit affe Minervam, 


ought tobe afhamed of them. And ‘as for 


his mode of handling your arguments, it is 
executed with fuch a cautious hand, as if’ the 
wary caiuift feared they would burn his fingers. 
But; it feems, Sir, your ‘learned friend,” not 
content ‘with the elaborate’ ftri€tures’ he has 


already made upon your piece, intends fome- ° 


thing ftill more formidable ‘and fevere again{t 
you, in the light of a philologif. 1 am forry 
to fay, this intimation carries with it fomething 
extremely unamiable. Mr, M. affeéts philo- 
logical. knowledge, but he defcends {¢ low 
fometimes, that his critiques are only worthy 
of the 

_ © Tribes of word-catchers that live on fyllables.” 
However, he-fhould ceafe his triumphing as a 
philologift, till. he has anfwered the Monthly 
Reviewers, For,.in the opinion of many, equal 
in claffical knowledge to Mr. M. thefe able 
cafuifts have refated every argument which he 


* hath: founded upon biblical criticifm; and 
they have challenged; him to a fair combat. 


He may affed to treat their ftri@ures with 
fovereign contempt: but under that lies con- 
cealeda dread ta take up the gauntlet; of 
which they feem fo juftly convinced, that they 
declare publicly they “look upon him, as 
yielding them the palm,” Bical 
‘*¢ IT remain, dear Sir, 
** Your mott obliged friend, 
_.. “ And obedient fervant.”? 

May 23, 1781, | pies 
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